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which accepts one individual fact only because of its
similarity with another, creates a universal hypothesis
which, while bringing the idea to a more or less clear
presentation, has just as much or as little to do with
the nature of concrete facts as a myth.
Both thought-forms, therefore, in their extreme ex-
pressions, create a mythology, the one expressing it
. concretely with cells, atoms, vibrations, and so forth, the
other with " eternal" ideas. Extreme empiricism has, at
least, this advantage: it brings facts to the clearest possible
presentation. But the advantage of extreme ideologism
is that it reflects back the a priori forms, the ideas or
archetypes, with the utmost purity. The theoretical
results of the former are exhausted with their material;
the practical results of the latter are confined to the
presentation of the psychological idea,
Because our present scientific mind adopts a one-sided,
concrete, and purely empirical, attitude, it has no standard
by which to value the man who presents the idea; since,
in the estimation of the empiricist, facts rank higher than
the knowledge of those primordial forms in which human
intelligence conceives them. This tacking toward the
side of concretism is, as we know, a relatively recent
acquisition, a relict from the epoch of enlightenment
The results of this development are astonishing, but they
have led to an accumulation of empirical material whose
very immensity gradually produces more confusion than
clarity. It inevitably leads to a scientific separatism, and
therewith to a specialist mythology, which spells death
to universality. But the preponderance of empiricism
not only means a smothering of active thinking, it also
involves a danger to the laying down of sound theories
within any branch of science. The absence of a general
view-point favours mythical theory-building, just as much
as does the absence of an empirical point of view.

